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ous letters in the newspapers, pro and con., as to the effects of tea and coffee. The 
advocates of each beverage pronounced his own favorite drink to be wholesome, and 
denounced the other as poisonous. The question was Anally referred to one of the 
oldest physicians— Dr. Jacob Bigelow, we believe— for a solution, by which each of 
the contending parties agreed to abide. The doctor took his time about it, and an 
elaborate treatise was expected in reply. At last it came. If it was net satisfactory, 
it was at least definite— so far as it went. The learned referee stated that, after a 
full and careful examination of the question, he had no hesitation in declaring that 
" one of the two articles mentioned, tea and coffee, was a poison." Which one he did 
not specify; thus, diplomatically, offending the prejudices of neither party, and prob- 
ably confirming each- in its own opinion. Hence the great tea and coffee question 
remains open for discussion, and the only decision that appears to us to be of any value 
is that which each consumer of these beverages draws from his own experience. 

Charles K. Tcokerman. 

II. 

CHRISTIANITY BECOMING MATERIALIZED. 

The following incident happened not long ago in one of the largest cities in this 
country : 

An important church in the city owed a large sum of money to a very wealthy 
man, one of its leading members. But though the money was overdue, the church 
officers felt no anxiety, as their creditor not only appeared to have the interests of 
the church at heart, but was abundantly able to wait until it should be able to pay 
him, and, indeed, frequently expressed himself to that effect. At this point he was 
proved to be guilty of having broken one of the ten commandments,— which one it is 
immaterial to say here,— and as the transgression was a matter of common fame, the 
officers of the church were compelled to take cognizance of it. They did so, and, 
finding him guilty, declared him suspended from membership until he should give 
some proof of having repented. The offender, though acknowledging the charge 
against him, was furious at the audacity of the church in presuming to discipline 
him, and sent word to the officers that if he was not reinstated within a week, he 
should at once proceed to collect the money which the church owed him. He was 
reinstated in three days, or as soon as the meeting of the officers could be convened, 
and is to-day a member in good standing of that church. 

Some few years ago, in a small town in the central part of this State, there was 
a church which had recently called to the pastorate a young man of strong religious 
convictions and fervid piety. He had not been pastor long before he learned that 
the leading member of his church, and the wealthiest and most influential man in 
the town, was living in open sin. It had been a matter of common notoriety for 
years, but the former pastor, a weak, good-natured man, having an eye to the rich 
man's very liberal contributions, discreetly ignored the matter. The new pastor, 
however, was a man of very different character, and, after privately admonishing the 
culprit to no effect, publicly cut him off from membership in the church. What 
was the result ? The sinner, of course, withdrew his contributions, and so great was 
his influence in the town that the church members generally condemned the clergy- 
man for so offending him. Some actually upbraided him for driving a good-paying 
member away by needlessly raking up a little private matter that was nobody's busi- 
ness. The poor man's salary was so reduced that he was finally compelled to resign. 
This, of course, was a triumph for the rich magnate. A man was called as pastor 
who had no desire to stir up unpleasant matters, and who was only too willing to 
conciliate a man of wealth and position. The rich man, still living in open sin, is an 
honored member of the church, while the clergyman, who tried to end the scandal of 
his membership, is looked upon as a sort of Quixotic crank, and with this reputation, 
earned by his uncompromising devotion to principle, he finds it impossible to obtain 
any permanent or desirable charge. 

Multitudes of other instances, differing in many details, but all showing the sub- 
serviency of American Christianity to the money power, might be adduced. The 
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churches In the United States do not perhaps worship wealth ; but they conciliate it 
and toady to it to such an extent that their message of universal brotherhood 
becomes a farce. In no department of American life is the power of money greater 
than in the churches. Not only does it shape the policy and blind the vision of 
individual parishes, as in the cases I have related, but it compels American 
Christianity, as a whole, to take the rich man's view of every moral and social ques- 
tion that comes before it. The enormous wealth of many men, both in and out of 
the churches, is known to have been acquired dishonestly, and in violation of the 
rights of multitudes of men whom they deprive of their dues. But neither the 
churches in their corporate capacity, nor the clergy in their individual capacity, 
ever think of denouncing the social system which allows this state of affairs to exist, 
and even throws over it the sacred sanction of law. 

The material growth of all American denominations during the last twenty-five 
years has been remarkably great. But that very growth has blinded the eyes of 
Christians to the fact that their spiritual growth has not been correspondingly great. 
It is the old story repeated. The early church retained its wonderful spirituality as 
long as it was obliged, on account of persecution, to meet in caves and catacombs. 
But when it became rich and prosperous, it rapidly degenerated, until it lost nearly 
all its pristine faith and purity. American Christianity to-day is confronted by a 
problem that involves not merely its well-being, but its very existence. Shall it 
float along on the tide of worldly conformity, adjusting its lofty ideals to the low 
standards of the money-worshipper ? Or shall it do what one of the catechisms says 
every Christian should do,— renounce the world, the flesh, and the devil, no matter 
at what cost of popularity or worldly advantage 1 

James B. Wasson. 

III. 

DIPSOMANIA AND ORIGINAL SIN. 

Mr. Leslie Stephen says that what is called the religious reaction of recent times 
is far more superficial than is generally supposed. Of this Mr. Edward C. Mann 
gives an illustration in his note on " Inebriety as a Disease" in the January number 
of The Review. " Law and medicine," he says, " should unite in accepting the fol- 
lowing as a definition of dipsomania: 'Dipsomania consists of an irresistible craving 
for alcoholic stimulants, occurring very frequently, periodically, paroxysmally, with 
a constant liability to periodical exacerbations, when the craving becomes altogether 
irresistible.'" The lay reader might ask how a craving defined as " irresistible" is to 
be so exacerbated as to become "altogether irresistible." And if this craving is not 
persistent but " occurs," how is a jury to know that it was dipsomania, and not plain 
thirst, which possessed an accused man when he took the liquor which led him to 
his crime ? There is danger in definition. But these queries are aside of the point. 

Dipsomania, we are told, is an irresistible craving. How are we to know it is 
irresistible ? Plainly, by the fact that it is not resisted. Before it is resisted, nothing 
can be said of it; neither that it will, nor that it will not, be yielded to. It is a defi- 
nition after the act. But after the moderate drinker or the habitual drunkard has 
taken his glass, it may be just as truly said of him that his craving was irresistible. 
The act of drinking is the-proof of it. The craving in the moderate drinker may have 
come from other motives than desire for liquor. But whatever the motives, the fact 
of the drinking shows them to have been present ; to have swept aside all other 
motives ; to have been irresistible. 

This is simply stating by example that uniformity of nature which is the very in- 
strument of scientific thought. As a necessary corollary of that uniformity comes 
the fact that man is an automaton. This uniformity, our only rational working 
hypothesis, is accepted probably — one may almost say inevitably— by the thoughtful 
among the medical fraternity. Yet when the physician turns to the consideration 
of a concrete case, he forgets or neglects the truth to which he has just given assent, 
and, betraying the superficial character of the religious reaction in his own mind, 
harks straight back, we may say, to original sin. 



